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Missile System Termed
Wasteful

The writer, Provost of X

chruaztts Instituie of Teochnol

ogy, was science adviser to

President Kenneday,

To the Editor:

It is ironic that on June 19,
when tens of thousands of
Americans wereg messing at the
Lincoln Memorial to focus at-
tention on America’s cities and
its poor, a determined group of
Senators was arguing that it
‘was more imporiant to waste
over $200 million as a down
‘payment on a senseless and
totally unnecesary antiballistic
missile system, the so-called
Sentinel defense against China.

I have always becn baffled
by the logic which acknowl-
edges, on the one hand, that
the United States strategic
power is adequate to deter a
Soviet missile attack, but, on
the other hand, that it still
makes sanse to build a defensa
against a much weaker China.

I am-even more bhafflad to
find that tha Ssnate proponents
of Szntinel are now arguing in
its favor, not just for its anti-
Chiness capabilities but as a
first step toward an anti-Soviet
defense.

I am puzzied that their views

Massa-

find any suppoart, in view of

the clear deficiencies of Sen-
tinel and the generzlly admit-
ted virtual impossibility of ever
achieving a really effective
antimissile defense against the
Russians. Ths  questionable
value of the Sentinel system is
implicit in ths puzzling Admin-

not to build this
anti-Chinese sysie” if the So-
viet Unizn would agres not to
build its A.B.M. system.

an antimissile 83
the U.S.8.R., arguing th
would certainly compensa
our A.R.M. by building cot
measures into their strategi
offensive missite force and by
adding to their numbers, there-
hy sctting off a costly and
wasteful new armaments race.

He noted at the time that
four Presidential science advis-
ers, myeell included, had rec-
ommended against the deploy-
ment ¢f an anti-Soviet sysiem
for just that reason. He did
not add—perhaps hecauss
excellent case against the anti-
Soviet A.BM. was followed by
an endorsement of the anti-
Chinese Sentinel—that I equal-
ly emphatically opposzd the
Sentinel as well.

1 did so then, and do so now,
because if it were effective at
all it would ba only for a very
short time, and I believed that
it wou!d be only a matter of
time before the pressures would
develop to expand Sentinel in-
to a very costly and clearly
inadequate anti-Soviet system.
The current Senate debate
shows that thosas pressures
have already hegun.

Sentinel itself is already
technically obsolete; it is basad

15¢ it

on a several-year-old design.

Many of the components are
essentially obsolete in the light
of new radar and missile tech-
nolozy.

we have until nov
deferred the deplavi
antimiszile  system
other, until pelitical pressures
a year ago evidently persuad:

the Administration  that
would be best to forestall a
possible Republican accusation
that we were on the short end
of a new missile gap by throvi-
ing out the sop of Sentinel,

If Sentinel won't work
intended, and if 2 larger sy
tem will be even less effec
against Russian missiles, iex
ing only to an expanded arms
race at great cost and with no
improvement to national socu-
rity, it is silly to wasle a ponny
on it. We desperately noed
money to apply to badly neg-
lected and more urgent prob-
lems at home,

I very much hope that the
Senate will see the folly of
such a grievous misallocation
of resources as Sentinel rep-
resents.
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JEROME B. WizsNeRr
Falmouth, Mass., June 21, 1958
An editorial on this subject ap-
pears today.
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